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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed October 23, 2006, with respect to claims 4 and 19 have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. The previous rejection has been withdrawn. It is noted that 
"storage communication" can be considered a type of communication (abstract, lines 1-3), 
although another type of communication is not disclosed in Hoese that would be restricted 
between the devices while allowing storage communication to take place. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 10-1 1 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. 

Applicant's remaining arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

1 . Applicant argued that Hoese does not restrict communications. However, the network 
provides security and controlled access (para. 23, lines 1-6; para. 25, lines 1-6; note: each 
workstation can only access its own virtual storage). This method of communications is 
restrictive, though Examiner agrees Hoese does not disclose an active restriction such as 
blocking attempted communications in violation of the security or controlled access as 
mentioned in the specification of the present invention in para. 9 (though this detail of restricting 
communication is not present in the claims). 

2. Applicant argued that Hoese does not restrict communications that are otherwise allowed. 
However, the devices (fig. 3, workstations and storage devices) could communicate if the 
security and access controls were not implemented (para. 19, lines 1-6; para. 20; para. 21 , lines 
1-4; para. 22). 

3. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., there are no 
other configurations in the table) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
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interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Specifically, 
the first configuration is an effective one of several potential configurations that may occur in the 
network. The claim does not recite one of several potential configurations stored in a non- 
volatile medium or one of several actual configurations for controlling the network. 

4. Applicant argued that device names are independent of location. The name (or address or 
identifier) of a device (or port) is given or assigned in Fibre Channel, not dependent on its 
location in the fabric. The addresses arc flexibly assigned and can be assigned arbitrarily (para. 
36, para. 41, lines 1-10; note: address change after a power cycle; para. 43, lines 1-5; note: 
change in loop configuration causes a change in the name (identifier); para. 43, lines 7-10; 
routers shipped with a preconfigured name (identifier); para. 43, last 4 lines; note: storage routers 
can assume any name (address)). It is noted that "location" in a broad context can be considered 
a physical position within the fabric, not just a logical position. 

5. Applicant argued that Chin does not disclose merging two fabrics (loops). However, the 
loops have been merged by the bridge and devices on the two loops communicate with each 
other by way of the bridge. The logical connectivity of the devices is learned by the bridge (col. 
9, lines 12-18), 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 12-1 8 and 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hoese et al. (US 2002/0052986) in view of Chin et al. (US 6,000,020). 
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6. Regarding claims 1, 9, 14-15, 17-18, 22 and 24, Hoese discloses a method for logically 
organizing devices (para. 19, last three lines) in a system comprising a fabric and a bus (fig. 3, 
item 52), where devices (items 58 and 66-72) are coupled to the fabric by Fibre Channel 
connections and to the bus by SCSI connections, the devices otherwise being able to 
communicate through the fabric and bus (para. 19, lines 1-9). The method comprises compiling 
and accessing a definition of a first configuration including at least one zone (para. 25, lines 1-6). 
each zone including at least one device as a member of the zone (para. 28, lines 5-8; para. 47, 
line 5-13), and responsive to the definition of the first configuration, restricting communications 
between the devices coupled to the fabric and bus (para. 5, lines 7-12; para. 25, lines 3-6; para. 
26, last six lines). Further regarding claim 15, the system includes a fabric element (fig. 3, items 
56 and 52), comprising several ports, a storage medium for storing a first configuration, and a 
logic device (fig. 5, item 85) for restricting communications. Regarding claim 1 8, the method is 
implemented by a computer readable medium containing software (para. 31 , last four lines). 

7. However, Hoese does not disclose a fabric for the storage array (items 66-72). Chin 
discloses using a Fibre Channel fabric for storage arrays in place of a SCSI bus (col. 4, lines 42- 
45; fig. 1 , items 10 and 26). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have a first fabric between devices (items 58 and 66-72) in the 
invention of Hoese in order to provide a faster communication speed among the devices and to 
provide a higher number of storage devices (Chin, col. 4, lines 42-50). 

8. Regarding claim 2, in Hoese several configurations are available (para. 47). 

9. Regarding claims 3 and 1 6, in Hoese non-volatile memory is used (para. 35, lines 1 -3 and 
last three lines). 
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10. Regarding claims 5-8 and 20-21, in Hoese a device name (para. 41, lines 1-6; para. 32, 
lines 1-5; para. 25, lines 3-6) is independent of the device's location on the fabric and includes a 
Worldwide Port Name and Worldwide Node Name as standardized by Fibre Channel and an 
ALP A (para. 36, last four lines; para 41, last two lines). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 1 2, in Hoese an unknown fabric element is coupled to the fabric (para. 
41, lines 1-7). 

1 2. Regarding claims 1 3 and 23, Hoese does not disclose merging of two fabrics. Chin 
discloses merging of two fabrics (fig. 1, items 10, 26 and 28; col. 9, lines 12-1 8). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify a 
first configuration responsive to merging of two fabrics in the invention of Hoese in order to 
accommodate new topology of a network (Chin, col. 9, lines 12-18). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 4, 10-11 and 1 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Harper whose telephone number is 571-272-3166. The 
examiner can normally be reached weekdays from 1 1 :00 AM to 7:00 PM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris To, can be reached at 571-272-7629. The centralized fax number for the Patent 
Office is 571-273-8300. For non-official communications, the examiner's personal fax number 
is 571-273-3166 and the examiner's e-mail address is kevin.harper@uspto.gov. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications associated with a customer number is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see portal.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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